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Present:	Sharon Bell, Bernard Dean, Bruce Eklund, John Gray, Judy Higgins, Dennis Hausman, Rena Hollis, Rawleigh Irvin, Mel Jewell, Dave Johnson, Fred Thompson, Ernie Veach-White, John Bauer, Norma Bryce, Susan Curtright, Alan Erickson, Allyson Erickson, Charlene Stevenson 





Absent:	Pam Daniels, Dave Guthman, Bill Holmes, Kathy Lyle, Craig Stoner, Deborah Yonaka, DMCMA Representative








APPROVE JANUARY MEETING MINUTES





The January 19 minutes were approved.  





PROJECT PLAN





Alan reviewed the changes to the project phases that were proposed last month: 


Phase I - juvenile courts using JIS person database; 


Phase II – referrals/detention entered in JIS; and, 


Phase III - probation.  





Phase I is a new and would be installed earlier, allowing JUVIS users to use the new person functions in JIS, temporarily link JIS and JUVIS until Phase II is completed, and relieve some of the overall training burden. 





Phonetic Name Search: Alan noted that the scope of work in Phase I includes the JIS weighted search but not a phonetic search.   Developing the phonetic search would have a significant impact on the project scope and completion time (4-6 months).  It is too large to implement as part of this project; this may be pursued as a separate project. He suggested using the existing JIS weighted search through Phase I.  During Phase II development, the Committee can determine if the phonetic search still needs to be pursued.





Alan distributed a proposed project schedule summarized below:


Phase I:


Install Person Changes in 250 Limited Jurisdiction and Superior Courts: 09/03/1999;


Train Juvenile Departments to Use JIS Person & JUVIS Link Functions: 10/14/1999 through 12/08/1999; and,


Install JIS Person & JUVIS Link in 34 Juvenile Departments: 12/10/1999.





Phases II & III: Alan announced that two alternatives are being analyzed for pursuing these phases:  


Proceeding with referrals/detention in Phase II; and, 


Shifting Probation to Phase II, developing referrals/detention and probation concurrently instead of sequentially,  and eliminating Phase III. 


When this analysis is complete, a post-Phase I project schedule will be available.  This schedule and a decision about the positioning of  probation development will be complete and announced at the March meeting.





Phase I Issue: Alan noted that at the Workgroup meeting, it was discovered that there was a difference between what the Project Team understood to be the requirements for system availability and what the Workgroup had understood.  Currently, in the Requirements document, it states that criminal history needs to be available 21 hours a day.  The Workgroup clarified that the 21-hour availability was needed for adding juveniles to the system.  The Committee confirmed the Workgroup clarification.  





Alan acknowledged that resolution of this issue is needed before Phase I can be acceptable to the Workgroup and Committee.  Therefore, the JCI Project Team will work with the OAC infrastructure team to address the feasibility of JIS 7/21 availability by December 1999 before proceeding with Phase I.  





The committee asked if it would be possible to have read-only access for 24 hours a day?  Charlene responded that this is a Phase II requirement for Criminal History---not the entire system.  Alan confirmed that the long range OAC goal is for 7/24 availability.





REVIEW WORK GROUP PROGRESS





Charlene reviewed the following changes:





Person





Individual Information screen (PER)





New Add JUVIS (add person to JUVIS) field, available only to juvenile departments and superior courts. If juvenile and indicator set to N, a warning will be given.  Names will be matched with DOB and JUVIS number to prevent addition of duplicate persons in JUVIS. 





New requirement – Display Calculated Age field.





Phone numbers will be formatted with hyphens or spaces on this screen and other screens changed or added with this project (SCCA and OFOA).





ICWA – changed from display only field to data entry field





DOD – change request if DOD, cannot add person as major case participant (i.e., defendant, petitioner, respondent) to cases or referrals





Ability to copy information from one to person record to another – aliases and parents with same address information.  Relationships will only be added on the Select Copy window by juvenile departments during Phase I (because other JIS courts link relationships to the case.  Workgroup wanted search to be forced when selecting a person to add.  Information for siblings can also be copied from a person record; relationship for siblings would not be entered.





Name and relationships will be sent to JUVIS during Phase I.  All changes to person & address data with only a few exceptions would have to be performed in JIS.  The Phase I JIS-JUVIS link is only a one way street---going from JIS to JUVIS.  For example, County could not be maintained in JUVIS, and changes to address will have to be done in JIS.  Name can be changed only as prescribed procedurally to expunge, destroy, or seal a record.





Search Name Duplicate screen (SND)





The Workgroup requested that calculated age be added to the search result screen.


The Committee indicated that there is a need to be able to find a PO for a person and requested a PF key that would route the operator to a display the responsible official for all referrals for a person.





Referrals





Charlene reviewed the process for adding a referral: 





Search for the juvenile’s name in JIS





Select the name and go to the Cause/Offense Maintenance screen (COM).  Add the charge(s) (ability to search for appropriate RCW and select from an alpha search result list of possible charges); modifiers will be part of the law’s description text, special allegations will be checkboxes (only valid combinations will be shown, but additional combinations could be added to the table).





Go to the Juvenile Referral Add screen to enter the referral information.





The Committee discussed the need for multiple PCN entries.  Charlene indicated that a review of the entire PCN process is included in the project plan and scheduled for a future Work Group session.





�
PROJECT ISSUES





Alan reviewed the following issues and the Committee provided the input and resolution listed in each:  





Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
20�
Resolved


02/24/99





See Also #30, 36�
�
Standard business procedure for filing offender cases


A standard procedure is needed to link the referral number to diversion revocation and offender case filing documents (preferably the Motion to Revoke Diversion and the Information respectively) to facilitate linking the case and referral numbers during case filing.  


Work Group Recommendation 12/02/98: This is a local responsibility.  Recommend to the advisory committee that juvenile department Administrators and County Clerks work with the local Prosecutor to ensure that the referral number on the Form 5/6 is put on the Information.  Revision to pattern form? Alan will draft an article for the JIS News and juvenile court administrator’s newsletter; Rena will distribute to the County Clerks.  Alan will alert pattern form committee staff to the need as well. See Attachment 4: JCI Issue 20: December 1998 JIS News Article.


Work Group & Committee Decision 02/23-24/99: Specific changes recommended to Pattern Forms Committee.  See 02/22-23/1999 Work Group meeting minutes.�
1.3�
�
30�
Resolved


02/24/99


Action Required





See Also #20, 36�
�
Standard business procedure for filing offender cases


Current inconsistent practices create difficulty in relating both the diversion revocation and the offender case to the referral.  Diversion fails, clerk files motion to revoke diversion and an order revoking the diversion under one case number, then clerk files the Information under a different case number.


Committee Decision 02/24/99: Standard business practice should be that any case initiation activity by the PO or the Juvenile Department must contain the Referral Number.  Committee recommends creation of a pattern form for Petition to Revoke Diversion that includes all the identifier information that the Work Group requested on other juvenile case pattern forms.�
1.3�
�
36�
Resolved


02/24/99





Action Required





See Also #20, 30�
�
How to handle dependency case filing when referral pre-dates the filing?


A referral can exist with status information before a dependency case is filed.  How will the system handle this?


Committee Decision (10-19-99):  It is a local responsibility to place the referral number on the case-initiating document or to change local procedures.  Recommendation forwarded to Pattern Forms Committee.


Committee Decision 02/24/99: Given the Work Group’s pattern form recommendations, courts need to work with AGO to educate them about the data needed on initial filing documents; no action path defined.�
1.1�
�



�



Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
37�
Resolved


02/24/99





See Also


124 & 125�
�
What is the source of DSHS caseworker information for recording on dependency cases?  


DSHS caseworker is needed as a participant on the dependency case.  At the February 13, 1998, meeting, the Committee was uncertain of the source for this information.


Committee Input (01-19-99): Gathering the caseworker information is a local procedure, but when it is recorded in the system, it needs to be on the calendar produced by CAPS.


Work Group Input (01/20/99): Added participant type for caseworker for dependency actions.  Can add caseworker as a case participant in SCOMIS or can link to the referral.  Rena will check with Clerks about what names (caseworker, probation officer?) may be updated on the SCOMIS Names screen will look into allowing the transfer of case worker and PO participant information to SCOMIS from JCI.


Committee Decision 02/24/99: Caseworkers will not be identified persons, will be created in SCOMIS and linked to both the SCOMIS case and associated juvenile referral.  Probation officers are identified persons, and will be added in JIS.  Both Caseworker and PO will display on the SCOMIS NAMES screen and on appropriate juvenile screens.�
1.2, 1.3�
�



NEW ISSUE:


Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
137�
�
�
How will the system handle guardian ad litems (GALs)?


Will guardian ad litems be created in JIS and sent to SCOMIS?  Who can be GAL?


Committee Input 02/24/99: GALs can be Probation officer (identified), volunteers (non-identified and identified), CASA organizations (identified), attorneys (identified).�
�
�






Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
22�
Resolved


02/24/99�
�
Referral reason class changes:  JIS Law Table


Offense Category is proposed for JIS to replace the JUVIS referral reason class.  There is a question as to whether this is a sentencing issue.  Is a separate adult Offense Category needed in the Law Table because, for example, some RCWs (Burglary 1) are a Class B+ felony for juvenile sentencing and a Class A felony for adults?


Work Group Response 12/02/98 and Committee Decision 02/24/99: Yes.�
1.3,


APP.  J�
�



�



�
Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
38�
Resolved


02/24/99








See # 26�
�
JCI Committee request for new SCOMIS Case Type 7 cause codes


Current SCOMIS Case Type 7 (Dependency) cause codes do not support the juvenile requirement to record the RCW code for civil juvenile matters.  Generally, all SCOMIS civil juvenile cause codes map to RCWs except for the following actions:  No Parent or Guardian Willing or Capable, Abuse/Neglect, and Abandonment.  These causes are all currently filed under the Dependency cause code in SCOMIS; new cause codes are needed so they can be mapped to the appropriate RCW.


Committee Decision (05-20-98):  Follow the JIS standard to use cause of action codes for civil cases and RCW descriptions for criminal/offender cases.  Both DISCIS and SCOMIS currently use this standard.  Establish new cause codes to be used in SCOMIS Case Type 7 for No Parent or Guardian Willing or Capable, Abuse/Neglect, and Abandonment.  The recommendation is based on a business need to differentiate and track the variety of dependency allegations filed in Case Type 7.  The current practice of lumping all ‘No Parent Willing or Capable,’ ‘Abuse/Neglect,’ and ‘Abandonment’ allegations under the single 'Dependency' cause does not provide allegation information needed by juvenile courts.


CMAC Decision (06-10-98): Concern was raised that Clerks do not consistently have sufficient information available to reliably employ the codes recommended by the JCI Committee.  Another concern was cause code migration in SCOMIS (where a case can have only one cause code) violating the business rule that cause codes not be changed after case initiation.  Use of docket codes to meet the JCI need would be more acceptable to CMAC.  Can the JCI requirement be met by the entry of docket codes instead of specific cause codes for Abuse/Neglect, Abandonment, and No Parent Willing or Capable types of actions?


Work Group Recommendation 11/3/98: Tracking dependency reasons differently in SCOMIS and JCI minimizes data integrity between the two systems and creates confusion.  Recommend that JCI committee forward issue to JISC for consideration.


Committee Decision (11-18-98): Prepare a recommendation for presentation to the JISC at its December 11 meeting.


OAC Proposal: See Attachment 1: Issue 38, Recommendation  for Dependency Causes.


Work Group Recommendation 12/3/98: Accept OAC proposal.


Committee Decision 02/24/99: Proposal accepted provided there is a history of cause modifiers.�
1.3�
�



�



Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
40�
Resolved


02/24/99


�
�
What is the authority to include CLJ criminal convictions on Juvenile Criminal History Report (Form 6)?


Juvenile courts have defined a requirement that criminal traffic and criminal non-traffic convictions in CLJs should count towards criminal history and should be displayed on the Juvenile Criminal History Report (Form 6).  Is there legal authority to count criminal convictions from CLJs as history for juvenile court jurisdiction purposes?


OAC Legal Unit Analysis 02/02/99: Case law has determined that only convictions arising from criminal complaints filed in juvenile court are included in a juvenile’s criminal history in juvenile court.  However, RCW 13.40.150 allows the court to review a juvenile’s CLJ offense record at the time of a disposition hearing.  See Attachment 9, Definition of Juvenile Criminal History (JCI Issue #40).


For Committee Review:  Shall the system support CLJ offense records as part of a Juvenile’s Case History Display and exclude CLJ convictions from a Juvenile’s Criminal History?


Committee Decision 02/24/99: Yes.  CLJ case conviction history shall form a separate section in the new report(s) replacing Forms 5 & 6.  Pending CLJ cases shall display in the Pending section of the new Report(s) together with other pending actions.�
1.2�
�



NEW ISSUE:


Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
132�
�
�
How will the system handle liking a Superior Court case to multiple juvenile referrals?�
�
�



Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
59�
Resolved


01/20/99


Action Required


�
�
DMCAC Recommendation 12/17/98: Resides With should be on page 2 because it is one more field to tab through for CLJs.  


Project Consideration: Juvenile users prefer this information on page 1.  Its placement at the end of the line is designed to minimize impact on non-juvenile users.  Current users are frequently performing a new line keystroke from the zip code field when the last four zip-digits are not available. CLJ users may consider that they will incur an additional (new line) keystroke only when a 9-digit zip code is entered.


Work Group/Committee Decision 02/23-24/99: Current design on page 1 is acceptable.


Shall changes to either the resides with, or the country, or the county value generate address history?


Work Group/Committee Decision 02/23-24/99: No.�
1.2�
�



�



Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
62�
Resolved


02/24/99�
�
Assignment of person code for destroyed person records


Shall a new person code be created for destroyed juvenile person records?  Behavior is parallel to current expunged person records.


OAC Technical Team Recommendation (08-21-98):  Yes, create DE code for destroyed juvenile person records to be consistent with controlling statutes.


Work Group/Committee Decision 02/23-24/99: Yes, leave as Destroyed (not expunged) to be consistent with the statute.�
4.2�
�
70�
Resolved


02/24/99�
�
Is there a need for multiple referral agency codes and numbers on a referral?


OAC Technical Team Recommendation (08-27-98):  Use the CAPS approach, which is to capture multiple agency codes and numbers for a case.  Once captured, an agency number search will be provided to retrieve the case or proceeding information.  It is unknown at this time if an agency issues multiple types of numbers if this will be captured.


Work Group Recommendation 11/3/98: This is not a requirement.  If a kid is referred with multiple offenses from multiple agency numbers, then separate referrals are added for each agency number.  An LEA does not use multiple types of agency numbers.


Committee Decision 02/24/99: Accept Work Group Recommendation.�
1.3�
�



The committee reviewed progress on issues 76 and 83, but was not asked to make any decisions.


Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
76�
Proposal


Action Required


Items


a & d-e�
�
Responsible Person: What is the need for identifying a juvenile’s parental relationship(s)?


Is the requirement to identify the person who is responsible for the child, or the biological parents, or both?  Is there a need for an additional indicator for “responsible person,” and if so how, many indicators shall be allowed?  Is there a need for a foster parent relationship?  Guardian?


Work Group Recommendation 12/02/98: The requirement is really both.  There is a need to know  the family relationships and which family members are responsible for the child.


Create a ‘responsible person’ indicator as an attribute of the family relationship.  


Work Group Decision 01/20/99:  The Family Relationship Responsibility screen design is acceptable, but add address, phone, and sex.


Need a business rule for changing the value from Yes to No.  


Work Group Decision 01/20/99:  When the relationship is added, the default responsible person indicator will be set to ‘N’ unless it is defined as a default responsible person.


Need to determine which family relationships will default to yes for responsible person. 


Work Group Decision 01/20/99:  Adoptive Parent, Legal Guardian, Parent


The subcommittee (Carol & John) formed to determine additional family relationships will also determine which relationships can have responsible person attributes.


Work Group Decision 01/20/99:  See 115a and 76c.


New Issue: 01/20/99: Should there be a limit on number of Responsible Persons, and if there is what should be done if there is a warning?  How does person proceed if limit is reached?  John Storbeck will research.�
1.5�
�
83�
Resolved


02/02/99


See #87�
�
Providing comprehensive criminal history to all juvenile departments during both the pilot and the phased implementation periods


Statewide criminal history must be available to all juvenile departments.  During the phased implementation of the new system, some large and medium courts may not be able to accommodate the workload impact of criminal history double entry into the new and old systems.  Shall JUVIS be backfilled with criminal history from the new system?  What other options are feasible?


Project Team Resolution: Implementing the temporary bridge between JIS and JUVIS during  Phase I will allow juvenile courts to pull criminal history data from both JUVIS and JIS during the incremental implementation of Phase II.�
JTR 23.0�
�



Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
93�
Resolved


12/02/98


Comm.


Review Required�
�
Data entry edits for Ethnicity field on Person Screen.


Is the ethnicity field a required data entry field?


Work Group Recommendation 11/3/98 & Committee Decision 11/18/98:  Ethnicity is a required data entry field for all juvenile departments.  


Is it a required data entry field for limited jurisdiction and superior courts as well?  If not should there be a default entry?


Committee Decision 11/18/98: No, ethnicity is not a required data entry field for superior or limited jurisdiction courts.  The default entry for all but juvenile courts shall be blank.


New Issue: The Hispanic value has been removed from Race and is now included in Ethnicity.  So if Ethnicity is not a required field for all courts, then the Hispanic information will be lost.  OAC recommends making ethnicity a required field for all courts.


Work Group Recommendation 12/2/98: OK.


Shall Hispanic values in the current JIS database be removed from Race data and be converted to the Ethnicity data?  And, shall race value be set to unknown for all those currently set to Hispanic?  And, shall the Ethnicity value for all other JIS person records be set to unknown?  


Work Group Recommendation 12/2/98: Yes to all three questions.


DMCAC Recommendation 12/17/98: Ethnicity should default to Unknown.


Project Consideration: ClJ users may consider that ethnicity is a required data entry field that is designed to behave like and in conjunction with the race field.  Therefore, because there is no default value for race there is no default value for ethnicity; Unknown is a valid entry value for ethnicity.


Work Group/Committee Decision 02/23-24/99: No default for ethnicity is OK.�
1.2�
�



The committee reviewed progress on issues 96, but was not asked to make any decisions.


Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
96�
Resolved


12/02/98�
�
Policy Impact: Implementing Mailing/Residence Address Structure


OAC proposal:  Establish business rule that all addresses added on the JIS Person, NCCA, SCCA, etc screens shall be the mailing address.  All current JIS screens with address data displayed will default to mailing address.  Residence addresses will be entered on the Address Add (ADA) screen.  This will minimize the impact of needing to page forward to add an address by leaving the mailing address on the most heavily used screen.


Work Group Recommendation 11/3/98 & Committee Decision 11/18/98: OK.


Work Group Decision 12/2/98: If there is only one address record and it is a Mail type, the type cannot be changed to residence.�
1.2�
�






Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
105�
Resolved


02/24/99


Action Required


Item b-


Refer to JISC to Initiate Procedural Change in SCOMIS Courts�
�
How shall a truancy case filed against the kid and/or against the parent be distinguished? Committee Review 11/18/98: It is a requirement to know the specific person against whom the truancy petition is filed.  RCW 28A.225.030(1) allows the school to file a petition against the juvenile, the parent, or both the juvenile and the parent.  When the case is filed before the referral is created, there is no current method of capturing against whom the case is filed from SCOMIS because of the inconsistent manner in which case participant types are recorded.  OAC to research and make proposal.


OAC Recommendation:  Change the participant codes for truancy actions from Truant and Parent to Petitioner and Respondent and have Parent as a case participant.


Work Group Recommendation 12/02/98:  Ok, and convert existing SCOMIS data.  There may be conversion issues needing additional OAC research to determine how many Involved Parties - INV (connection code currently used in SCOMIS to add the school) for truancy cases.  A new connection code will be required on SCOMIS to allow relationships to be shown on Names screen.


OAC Recommendation: Research indicates that usage of participant codes, including INV, on truancy cases in SCOMIS is too inconsistent to allow for reliable conversion.


Work Group Decision (01/20/99): Do not convert existing SCOMIS data.  Secure necessary approvals for Recommendation to change the practice for assigning the participant codes on truancy actions.  See Attachment 7, Counts of SCOMIS Truancy Cases and Participant Types.


Committee Decision 02/24/99: Accept recommendation.�
1.3�
�






Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
107�
Resolved


02/23/99


�
�
Need an Indian Child Welfare Act (ICWA) status identifier for a child.  (See Dependency Case Management Final Report)  What are the eligibility criteria for a child to have ICWA status?  Would the race code satisfy this need?


Work Group Decision 01/20/99:  Race code does not satisfy the ICWA requirement.  ICWA status is usually stated by the AG in the Dependency Petition. Add display-only ICWA flag (Y and blank) between Ethnicity and Sex on PER, page 1. Establish new docket code in SCOMIS.  If entered, generate a Y; if deleted, reset flag. Procedure needed.  Possible referral to pattern forms to highlight ICWA status field.


Rena Hollis Research 02/10/99: The dependency petition pattern form (page 1) contains 3 check-off boxes (Y/N/Unk) for ICWA status.  The ‘Yes’ line includes a field for Tribal Affiliation.  See Attachment 8, Dependency Petition. The AG completes one of these boxes upon filing the petition and then sends a notice of the action to the tribe and files a copy of the notice in the legal file.  Rena is checking with WSACC to determine preference for entering ICWA status or triggering status off of SCOMIS entry of potential new docket code for ICWA Notice to Tribe.


Work Group0Committee Decision 02/23-24/99: Since WSACC is willing to enter this data, does not have a preference about where this data is to be entered, and since the Work Group regards the data as more person-based than case/docket-related, ICWA status will be entered in JIS on the Person screen.  No new SCOMIS docket codes will be created.�
1.3�
�
108�
Resolved


02/23/99


�
�
Improve the Alias Link Process


How can an alias name be added and lnked for easily during the Person Add process without introducing practices that would compromise the database?  This assumes adherence to a JIS Business Rule for searching JIS first---before creating an aka person record.  Priority: High, but not as high as referral creation.


Work Group/Committee Decision (02/23-24/99): The pop-up screen process for copying person records and creating alias links based on data in an existing IN record was accepted with minor changes.�
1.2�
�






Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
111�
Resolved


02/232/99


Action Required�
�
Date of Death


Shall a Date of Death field be provided on the Person screen?


Work Group Decision 12/02/98:  Yes


DMCAC Recommendation 12/17/98: If a date of death value exists, then the system should prevent the person being used for new cases. Shall the case add processes be modified to edit for date of death data?  Priority if changes to case add processing is required?


Work Group/Committee Decision (02/23-24/99): Work Group concurs with DMCAC recommendation.  Add a warning to the case add process.  Juvenile departments want to be able to establish family relationships between juvenile and persons with a DOD.  Evaluate the JCI cost of modifying existing programs to meet DMCAC recommendation.  Impact on JCI must be minimal or less.  Create change request.�
1.2�
�
112�
Resolved


12/02/98


Action Required Item c�
�
Country


Shall a field for Country be provided as part of the Address data?


Work Group Decision 12/02/98:  Yes, and establish simple codes table using USPO standard abbreviation codes.


DMCAC Recommendation 12/17/98: Country should default to US.


Work Group/Committee Decision 02/23-24/99: Yes, default value for Country to US.


Where will Country print?  (DMCAC – 12/17/98)�
1.2�
�
113�
Proposal�
�
Request for Standard Address Abbreviations


At its 12/02/98 meeting, the JCI Work Group requested OAC Client Services to establish standard abbreviations for frequently used address words, to document standard practices for recording address data and use of abbreviations, and to include this information in all training.  (USPO standard abbreviations may be usable).  Use of abbreviation standards would reduce work and reduce duplicate address records that are different only by virtue of different abbreviation data entry practices.  


At the 01/20/99 meeting the Work Group questioned the discrepancy between JIS and DOL standards as being a source of redundant address history for minor changes like Street vs. St. 


What data entry standards does DOL use for recording driver's license address information?


DOL RESPONSE: Maintaining accurate address information by DOL is as per RCW 46.20.205.  DOL address entry standards are set up to USPO standards.  DOL programs check for valid zip codes for the state of Washington and valid state abbreviations. 


What abbreviation standards does DOL use for recording driver's license address information?


DOL RESPONSE: Each addresses can not be more than 28 characters in length, i.e. street numbers, name, city name.  Street addresses must always contain the residence address plus post office box provided.  DOL has a strict address standards and postal street abbreviations for street designators (street suffixes) which are USPO abbreviations.


Does the DOL system enforce any edit rules on driver's license address information?  Or, does it enforce any abbreviation standards?


DOL RESPONSE: No, the only edit rules that are automatically enforced by the system are valid zip codes and state abbreviations.  Any other address discrepancies are usually detected by data entry operators.  Appropriate changes are then made.


Proposal: Recommend Person Business Rules explicitly endorse USPO abbreviation standards.


Committee Decision 02/24/99: Recommend adoption of USPO address and abbreviation standards in JIS Person Business Rules.  Refer to JIS Person Database Advisory Committee for review.�
1.2�
�



The Committee reviewed Work Group decisions on issues 115-122, below:


Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
115�
Resolved


02/23/99


�
�
Family Relationship Information


Are there any relationship values that need to be added to the current list of JIS family relationships?  


Work Group Direction 12/02/98: Form subcommittee to make recommendation (Carol and John).


Work Group Decision 01/22/99: Of the subcommittee’s recommendations, the following new relationship values shall be added to the current list of JIS family relationships: Adoptive Parent, Legal Guardian, Presumed Father, Terminated Parent.


Is the current use of generic and reciprocal relationship values (i.e., parent-child) sufficient.


Work Group Recommendation 12/02/98: Add Sex column to the family relationship screen so the operator can determine parental roles (i.e., mom/dad).


Is additional information needed on the Family Relationship History screen?


Work Group Recommendation 12/02/98: Would like to see address and phone data here.  Project team will examine feasibility.  


Work Group Decision 01/22/99: Design adding address and phone is acceptable.  Also add Sex, (See 115b).


What is the impact of replacing the generic Parent relationship with the specific Mother and Father relationships?


Work Group Decision 01/22/99: The Work Group adopted the concept of reciprocal generic relationships, currently implemented in JIS.  But because different types of parental relationships were added (See 115 b), a pop-up window must be available to select the type of parental relationship when the ‘Child’ relationship is entered.


Can person information be copied from one IN record to another so that  address can be copied to parents’ person record rather than manually re-entered multiple times?


Work Group Decision 02/23/99: Proposal to use the pop-up screen to copy person information to another person record was accepted.


If sex is unknown, then what should be pushed to JUVIS for Mom/Dad in Phase I?


Work Group Decision 02/23/99: When establishing the parent relationship, issue a fatal error if the parent’s sex is unknown.  (No sex, no parent relationship!)  During Phase I, if sex is M, then father will be displayed in JUVIS; if F, then mother.�
1.2�
�



Reminder: Add sex to the Family Relationship History screen to be able to determine whether it is mother or father when names are generic.





Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
117�
Resolved


12/02/98


�
�
Law Type & Twenty-three (23) Character Law (RCW) Code


Is entry of a 23 character law code acceptable for entry of offenses.


Work Group Decision 12/02/98:  Yes, provided it can be mitigated with the capability to search on a law description because frequently the LEA provides only a description and not a RCW number.


OAC Project Team Follow-up: Will be able to search on description and identify different types of laws.


Do we need to identify the type of law (i.e., Municipal)?


Work Group Decision 12/02/98:  Yes.  It will be handled as a Law Type.�
1.2


1.3


App. J


�
�
118�
Resolved


12/02/98�
�
Most Serious Offense (Priority)


Should the system determine the most serious offense?


Work Group Decision 12/02/98: Yes, the offense category can be used to determine this, but also see definition in RCW 9.94A.030(23).


Do all offenses have a most serious charge?


Work Group Decision 12/02/98: Yes�
�
119�
Resolved


12/02/98�
�
Offense Modifiers


Can an offense have multiple identifiers?  If so, how is most serious offense determined?


Work Group Decision 12/02/98: Yes.  Mike to provide formula.  Generally


Conspiracy 	– No affect


Attempted 	– No affect if misdemeanor


		– If gross misdemeanor, drops to misdemeanor�
�
120�
Resolved


12/02/98�
�
DV Flag


Is this information available when the referral is filed?


Work Group Decision 12/02/98: Yes.  


Shall it be made available to county clerk for recording the information?


Work Group Decision 12/02/98: Yes.�
�
121�
Resolved


12/02/98�
�
Informing Juvenile Departments of Auto-Creation of New Referrals


Is a mechanism needed to let departments know that new referrals have been automatically generated?


Work Group Decision 12/02/98:  Yes, a report or e-mail is needed when new referrals are generated from new case filings by County Clerks, Transfers for Supervision, and detention episodes.�
�



Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
122�
Resolved


01/19/99





Action Required�
�
Recidivism Report


What definition of recidivism shall this report be based on?


Work Group Discussion 12/02/98: Carol will research to determine what the formula for recidivism is and report to the group at the next meeting.


OAC Update 12/09/98: Michael Curtis talked with Mel Jewell this morning [12/9/98], inquiring with regard to the Washington State Institute for Public Policy (IPP) developed definition of recidivism.  Mel advised that the IPP definition was developed pursuant to the Community Juvenile Accountability Act (CJAA) as a method to assess the act's impact.  Mel also advises that the definition decided upon is fairly limited.  For purposes of determining recidivism under CJAA, recidivism means a subsequent felony adjudication.


Mel believes a more standard definition of recidivism would be appropriate (perhaps a second recidivism report), using a subsequent adjudication, deferred disposition or diversion of ANY new criminal offense. 


Work Group Research 01/20/99: Recidivism definition according to Washington State Institute for Public Policy, December, 1997 (Barney Barnoski):   


Juvenile recidivism is any subsequent diversion agreement, conviction, or deferred prosecution in a Washington State juvenile or criminal court for an offense committed after a youth has been admitted into a juvenile court community supervision program.  Recidivism is measured as the percentage of youth who re-offend within 18 months following admittance.


Spokane Sample Report: 


Request: Print the age, juv control number, ref referral seq, reason short name, reason severity, disposition date, intake decision and disposition sorted by name and court case number of all juveniles, any referrals, any extra reason info, any referral reasons and any reason dispositions with district = ‘A32’ & intake decision = ‘125’, ‘303’, ‘400’, ‘402’, ‘403’, ‘404’, ‘405’, ‘406’, ‘407’ and disposition = ‘400’, ‘731’ or ‘732’ on the printer.


This information is then downloaded into an Excel spreadsheet and sorted with program information manually added (CJS, OPT B, SSODA, EIP and Minimal Supervision) to produce a monthly report (program information is not available in JUVIS).


Spreadsheet headings: Last Name; First Name; Legal #; age; JUVIS #; RO#; charge; cls; dispo date; off date; program; misc.


Work Group Decision 01/20/99: The report should include categories for community supervision, diversion agreements, deferred dispositions, and convictions.  It should have the capability of measuring recidivism by user-selected time periods, and not limited to the 18 month period following admittance in the WSIPP definition.  Include only offender actions.  It should provide a statistical breakdown  by sex, race, ethnicity, judicial district.  It should show detail and summary.  Base detail on Spokane sample, above.�
�



The committee discussed and tabled resolution of issue 123.


Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
123�
�
�
Best Practice for Collection/Entry of Parental Identifiers


The Snohomish Juvenile Detention facility practice of collecting parental identifying information from parents upon contact, i.e., upon release of the juvenile to parents, has best practice implications for JCI and for the person database.  What is the best practice business rule recommendation for collection and entry of parental identifiers?  Need a business process for juvenile court staff to identify parents after the detention episode is created.�
�



Issue�
Status�
ResolutionProcess�
Issue / Recommendation / Resolution�
Req. Number�
�
126�
Resolved


02/24/99


See Also Law Data Project  Issue 25�
�
Is there a juvenile department business use for generic referral reason codes?


Example: Referral reason 00313 is titled “Attempted Class A Offense”, and specifies RCW 9A.28.020 which defines criminal attempt.  Since JCI will handle “Attempt” as a modifier of a primary charge like Theft 1, is it OK to assume that the new system will disallow use of generic, definitional laws for primary charges?  Shall current generic referral reason codes in JUVIS be converted to the new system as dead-end legacy data?


OAC Proposed Resolution: Use of generic laws is a business practice that is JUVIS-bound. A generic law is used as a sole charge on a JUVIS referral for determining the severity sentence information.  This practice can be replaced with use of specific charges, modifiers, and allegations since this data will be linked to new system support of sentence range calculation.


Committee Decision 02/24/99: Convert old generic referral reasons.  OAC resolution accepted.  In the new system there will be no use for generic referral reason codes.�
�
�






NEXT MEETING DATES





March 25


April 28


May 27


June 29


August 12    
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